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DETAILED ACTION 



1. This application has been examined. The Terminal Disclaimer and Amendment 
filed 6/23/04 have been entered. 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



3. Claims 1 , 2, 14, 16, 26, 27, 30, 35, 36, 39, 40, 41 , 42, 46, 47, 48, and 49 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Dalai et al (6363404). 



4. Regarding claim 1 , Dalai et al show a user interface for a computer having: a . 
plurality of portals containing content (Figure 3), said portals arranged in three 
dimensional graphical representation wherein for each portal an application permits 
user interaction with the associated content (Figures 3, 4A, 9, column 2 lines 9-15, 
column 9 lines 20-40). 
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5. Regarding claim 2, Dalai et al show user input to rotate the interface on axes, 
with at least one of a constraint means and control means for the rotation (column 7 
lines 45-50). 

6. Regarding claim 14, the interface may be projected onto a two dimensional 
display (Figure 9, column 9 lines 57-62, column 6 lines 62-67). 

7. Regarding claim 16, the three dimensional user interface is displayed (Figure 3, 
column 6 line 67). 

8. Regarding claim 26, a portal is selected to be made active, based on proximity to 
a reference point (column 2 lines 7-30, column 8 lines 54-67). 

9. Regarding claim 27, the selected portal is positioned proximate the middle of the 
screen and upright (column 9 lines 15-35). 

10. Regarding claim 30, the interface may be constrained from rotating faster than a 
predetermined speed (automatic set speed, column 7 line 47). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 35, a plurality of interactions are recorded and executed on the 
interface (column 7 lines 40-63). 
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12. Regarding claim 36, the representation may be a sphere (column 8 lines 20-22). 
In that situation, a portal will be at a cap of the sphere and since it may be rotated 
(column 7 lines 45-50), these may be polar caps. 

13. Regarding claim 39, the interface transmits and receives data with another 
remote interface through a network (column 5 lines 27-45). 

14. Regarding claim 40, the interface controls operation of a remote interface over a 
network (column 5 lines 27-45). 

15. Regarding claim 41, the interface is controlled by a remote interface (column 5 
lines 27-45). 

16. Regarding claim 42, data is imported into the interface from a data source 
represented in hierarchical form (column 5 lines 27-45, column 6 lines 50-60). 

17. Regarding claim 46, the interface is displayed in a window having substantially 
the same shape as a cross section of the interface (which may simply be a rectangle, 
see Figure 3). 

18. Regarding claims 47 and 48, content in the remote interface and a remote data 
portal is updated when content in the portal is changed (column 5 lines 27-45). 
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19. Regarding claim 49, a web page is searched and displayed in the portal 
corresponding to a user designated web address (column 6 lines 35-57). 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

21 . Claims 28, 29, 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dalai et al (6363404) and Noettling (6710783). 

22. Regarding claim 28, Dalai et al do not specifically go into the details that the 
interface is prevented from rotating to an upside down position, but do mention efficient 
control of interface rotation. Furthermore, Noettling shows a constraint means to 
prevent the interface from rotating to an upside down position, for efficient control of 
interface rotation (column 4 lines 25-50 and column 5 lines 15-30. The result of both 
pivot actions may be used to prevent the interface from just reaching an upside down 
position). It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to prevent 
the interface in Dalai et al from rotating to an upside down position, because it would 
allow efficient control of interface rotation (by being able to stop it before reaching an 
upside down postion is an added technique to help efficiently control rotation). 
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23. Regarding claim 29, Dalai et al do not specifically go into the details that the 
interface is prevented from rotating on one axis while being allowed to rotate on 
another, but do mention efficient control of interface rotation. Furthermore, Noettling 
shows a constraint means to prevent the interface from rotating on one axis but allowing 
it to rotate on another, for efficient control of interface rotation (column 4 lines 30-50). It 
would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have this in Dalai et 
al, because it would allow efficient control of interface rotation. 

24. Regarding claim 31 , Dalai et al do not specifically go into the details that the 
interface rotation direction is reversed when rotating, but do mention efficient control of 
interface rotation. Furthermore, Noettling shows a constraint means to reverse interface 
rotation direction when rotating, for efficient control of interface rotation (column 4 lines 
30-50). It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have this 
in Dalai et al, because it would allow efficient control of interface rotation. 

25. Claims 32, 33, 34, 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dalai et al (6363404) and Minakuchi et al (6628313). 

26. Regarding claim 32, Dalai et al do not specifically go into the details that the 
speed of rotation depends on the position of a cursor relative to the edge of the 
interface, but do mention efficient control of interface rotation. Furthermore, Minakuchi 
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et al show a constraint of the speed of rotation depending on the position of a cursor 
relative to the edge of the interface, for efficient control of interface rotation (column 1 5 
lines 20-45). It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to 
have this in Dalai et al, because it would allow efficient control of interface rotation. 

27. Regarding claim 33, Dalai et al do not specifically go into the details that the 
direction of rotation depends on the position of a cursor relative to a point on the 
interface, but do mention efficient control of interface rotation. Furthermore, Minakuchi 
et al show a constraint of the direction of rotation depending on the position of a cursor 
relative to a point on the interface, for efficient control of interface rotation (column 9 
lines 9-35). It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have 
this in Dalai et al, because it would allow efficient control of interface rotation. 

28. Regarding claim 34, in addition to that said for claim 33, note that the point in 
Minakucji et al may be the center point (column 9 lines 9-35). 

29. Regarding claim 38, Dalai et al do not specifically show the text index for 
navigating the interface, but do show efficient navigation of the interface (column 6 lines 
35-45). Furthermore, Minakuchi et al do show text index based navigation of a content 
base interface (column 9 lines 40-60) for efficient navigation of the interface. It would 
have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have this in Dalai et al, 
because it would allow efficient navigation of the interface 
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30. Claims 43-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dalai et al (6363404) and Goh (567801 5). 

31 . Regarding claims 43 and 44, Dalai et al do not specifically mention that objects 
may be dragged from one portal to another, but do mention efficient transferring of data 
within the interface. Furthermore, Goh shows objects which may be dragged from one 
layer of an interface to another (one desktop to another, column 2 lines 62-65, column 9 
lines 35-67) for efficient transferring of data within the interface. It would have been 
obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have in Dalai et al that objects may 
be dragged from one portal "layer" to another, because it would allow efficient 
transferring of data within the interface. 

32. Regarding claim 45, Dalai et al do not specifically mention that objects may be 
dragged from an application to a portal, but do mention efficient transferring of data 
within the interface. Furthermore, Goh shows objects which may be dragged from one 
layer of an interface to another (one desktop to another, column 2 lines 62-65, column 9 
lines 35-67. This includes application icons) for efficient transferring of data within the 
interface. It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have in 
Dalai et al that objects may be dragged from an application to a portal layer, because it 
would allow efficient transferring of data within the interface. 
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33. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Note though that the double patenting 
rejection has bee3n removed. 

34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven P Sax whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4072. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




